REMARKS 



Amended claims 89, 91-93, 95, 98-100, 102, 105-108 are pending in the application 
and are submitted for review. 

Claims 89, 98, 107 and 108 are independent claims. These claims have been 
amended to further specify and distinguish the art claimed within this application. 
These amendments have been also made to further distinguish the art in this 
application from the prior art sited, including specifically DeLaHuerga 6,408,330 
and Ross 5,823, 948. 

Independent Claims 107 and 108 are being rejected under 35 USC 102 e as being 
anticipated by Delahuerga 6,408,330. It is respectfully submitted that these 
amendments to claims 107 and 108 address the 35 USC 102 rejections and 
Delahuerga does not teach each and every element of amended claims 107 and 
108. Therefore, the rejection of claims 107 and 108 under 35 USC 102 should be 
withdrawn. 

Independent Claims 89 and 98 are being rejected under 35 USC 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Ross 5,823,948 in view of DelaHuerga 6,408,330. It is 
respectfully submitted that these amendments to claims 89 and 98 address the 35 
USC 103 obvious rejections outlined in the 5/4/05 Office Action. Ross and 
Delahuerga do not teach each and every element of the claim limitations of 
amended claims 89 and 98 to support an obviousness claim. In addition, it would 
not have been obvious to one skilled in the art to make the combinations of 
elements contained in these amended claims. In addition, these is no suggestion 
of motivation on the part of Ross and Delahuerga to make this combination of 
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claim elements. In addition, there is no suggestion of a reasonable expectation of 
success on the part of Ross and Delahuerga for making the combination of 
elements contained in these amended claims. Therefore, the rejection of claims 
89 and 98 under 35 USC 103 should be withdrawn. 

Claims 90-97 are being rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ross in view of DeLaHuerga. Claims 90-97 depend from claim 89. Therefore, the 
reasons set forth above distinguishing claim 89 apply equally here and are 
incorporated herein. Thus, for at least the above identified reasons Ross in view 
of DelaHuerga does not teach each and every element of claims 90-97 to support 
an obviousness rejection under 35 USC 103. Therefore, the rejection of claims 90- 
97 under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Ross in view of Delahuerga 
should be withdrawn. 

Claims 99-106 are being rejected under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ross in view of DeLaHuerga. Claims 99-106 depend from claim 98. Therefore, the 
reasons set forth above distinguishing claim 89 apply equally here and are 
incorporated herein. Thus, for at least the above identified reasons Ross in view 
of DelaHuerga does not teach each and every element of claims 99-106 to support 
an obviousness rejection under 35 USC 103. Therefore, the rejection of claims 99- 
106 under 35 USC 103 as being unpatentable over Ross in view of Delahuerga 
should be withdrawn. 

the applicant respectfully submits that all 102 and 103 rejections to the claims 
have been addressed by virtue of these amended claims. The applicant 
respectfully requests that the examiner allow amended claims 89-108 as 
presented herein. 
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